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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 August 2006 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: "the housing of the 
module" lacks proper antecedent basis and will be interpreted as "a housing of the module." 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4 and 6-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Vanderschuit (US 2004/0264187). 

With respect to claim 1, Vanderschuit teaches a lighting unit comprising a first light 
element 16 formed as a conventional light source (Paragraph 17), a second light element 10 
formed as a plurality of LEDs (18; Paragraph 28) and a lamp cap 20, characterized in that the 
second light element is formed as a separate LED-module with a fitting 30 and a second lamp 
cap 32 whereby the first and the second light elements are removably attached via the fitting and 
the second lamp cap, the fitting and second lamp cap providing electrical and mechanical 
connection between both light elements (Paragraph 15). 
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With respect to claim 2, Vanderschuit teaches the lighting unit characterized in that the 
LED module is provided with a number of protruding elements 18, which are evenly distributed 
around a housing of the module, and that the protruding elements comprise a plurality of LEDs 
(Paragraph 28). 

With respect to claim 3, Vanderschuit teaches the lighting unit characterized in that the 
LEDs of the lighting unit are positioned symmetrically relating to the rotational axis defined by 
the structure of the cap and the fitting of the LED module (Paragraph 31). 

With respect to claim 4, Vanderschuit teaches the lighting unit characterized in that the 
protruding elements can rotate around the rotational axis with respect to the housing (Paragraph 
15). 

With respect to claim 6, Vanderschuit teaches the lighting unit characterized in that the 
LED module comprises at least two types of LEDs emitting in operation radiation with a 
different wavelength, and that the types of LEDs can be activated independently (Paragraph 29). 

With respect to claim 7, Vanderschuit teaches the lighting unit characterized in that the 
first light element can be dimmed (Paragraphs 24, 29). 

With respect to claim 8, Vanderschuit teaches the lighting unit characterized in that the 
second light element can be dimmed (Paragraphs 24, 29). 

With respect to claim 9, Vanderschuit teaches the lighting unit characterized in that the 
dimming can be effected by means of remote control 24. 

With respect to claim 10, Vanderschuit teaches the LED module suitable for use in a 
lighting unit (Figure 2). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vanderschuit in 
view of Brittell (US Patent 5,749,646). 

With respect to claim 5, Vanderschuit teaches the lighting unit as described above. 

However, Vanderschuit fails to the lighting unit characterized in that the housing 
comprises diffuser elements. 

Brittell teaches a lighting unit comprising a first light element 96b formed as a 
conventional light source (Column 4, Lines 8-17), a second light element 96a formed as a 
plurality of LEDs (Column 4, Lines 8-17) and a lamp cap 78, characterized in the second light a 
fitting 96, a plurality of symmetric LEDs (Figure 19) and wherein the lighting unit characterized 
in that the housing comprises diffuser elements (46; Column 6, Lines 40-50). 

It would have been obvious and advantageous to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify and reconstruct the lighting unit of Vanderschuit by adding the 
diffuser from the teachings of Brittel because a diffuser "conceal the view of the flashing colored 
bulbs behind it and diffuses the resultant light creating a monochromatic color changing to 
another monochromatic color" (Brittel; Column 6, Lines 40-50). 



Application/Control Number: 10/597,748 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2885 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Currie et al. (US 2005/0135107), Wang (US Patent 4,783,726) and Lee (US Patent 
5,121,287) teach lighting units with first and second lighting elements that are removably 
attached. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David J. Makiya whose telephone number is (571) 272-2273. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30am - 4:00pm (ET). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jong-Suk (James) Lee can be reached on (571) 272-7044. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/DJM/ 
05/18/2008 



/Y M. Lee/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2885 



